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SUPREME COURT MINUTES
THURSDAY, MARCH 5, 1998
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

People, Respondent

V.
George Barella, Appellant

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s opening brief is
extended to and including March 5, 1998.

In re Steven Leon Ellman on Discipline

It is ordered that Steven Leon Ellman be suspended from the
practice of law for one year, that execution of suspension be stayed,
and that he be placed on probation for two years subject to the
conditions of probation, including six months actual suspension,
recommended by the Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in
its Order Approving Stipulation filed October 22, 1997. It isalso
ordered that he take and pass the Multistate Professional
Responsibility Examination within one year after the effective date
of thisorder. (See Segretti v. State Bar (1976) 15 Cal.3d 878, 891,
fn. 8. Itisfurther ordered that he comply with rule 955, California
Rules of Court, and that he perform the acts specified in subdivisions
(a) and (c) of that rule within 30 and 40 days, respectively, after the
date this order is effective* Costs are awarded to the State Bar
pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 6086.10 and are
payable in accordance with Business and Professions Code section
6140.7 (as amended effective January 1, 1997).

*(See Business & Professions Code, 8 6126, subd. (c).)

In re Henry D. Fandey on Discipline

It is hereby ordered that Henry D. Fandey be disbarred from the
practice of law and that his name be stricken from the roll of
attorneys. Heisalso ordered to comply with rule 955, California
Rules of Court, and to perform the acts specified in subdivisions (a)
and (c) of that rule within 30 and 40 days, respectively, after the date
thisorder is effective.* Costs are awarded to the State Bar.

*(See Business & Professions Code, 8 6126, subd. (c).)
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In re Susan L. Mesko on Discipline

It is ordered that Susan L. Mesko be suspended from the practice
of law for three years, that execution of said suspension be stayed,
and that she be placed on probation for three years on conditions
including actual suspension for one year and until she makes
restitution to Howard Cohen in the amount of $500 plus 10% per
annum interest from August 21, 1995, to Gilbert Levy in the amount
of $600 plus 10% per annum interest from September 1, 1995, to
Maxine Nunes in the amount of $1, 060 plus 10% per annum interest
from September 1, 1995, to Stephen Rothenberg in the amount of
$1,500 plus 10% per annum interest from August 1, 1995 and to
Leonore Saks in the amount of $3,800 plus 10% per annum interest
from September 1, 1995, or to the State Bar Client Security Fund if
appropriate, and furnishes satisfactory proof thereof to the State Bar
Probation Unit. If said actual suspension should continue for two
years or more, she shall remain actually suspended until she has
satisfactorily shown her rehabilitation, fitness to practice and
learning and ability in the general law pursuant to standard 1.4(c)(ii),
Standards for Attorney Sanctions for Professional Misconduct. She
Is also ordered to comply with the other conditions of probation
recommended by the Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in
its order regarding stipulation filed on November 12, 1997. Itis
further ordered that she take and pass the Multistate Professional
Responsibility Examination and provide the State Bar Probation Unit
with satisfactory proof of her passage of that examination within the
period of her actual suspension. It isfurther ordered that she comply
with rule 955, California Rules of Court, and that she perform the
acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule within 30 and
40 days, respectively, after the date this order is effective.* Costs
payable in accordance with section 6140.7 are awarded to the State
Bar pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 6086.10.

*(See Business & Professions Code, 8 6126, subd. (c).)

In re William Littell Bryan, Jr. on Discipline

It is ordered that William Littell Bryan, Jr., be suspended from
the practice of law for two years, that execution of suspension be
stayed, and that he be placed on probation for two years subject to
the conditions of probation recommended by the Hearing
Department of the State Bar Court in its Order Approving Stipulation
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filed October 28, 1997. It isfurther ordered that he take and pass the
Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination within one year
after the effective date of this order. (See Segretti v. State Bar
(1976) 15 Cal.3d 878, 891, fn. 8.) Costs are awarded to the State
Bar pursuant to Business and Professions Code section 6086.10 and
are payable in accordance with Business and Professions Code
section 6140.7 (as amended effective January 1, 1997).

InreR. Scott Ferris on Discipline

It is ordered that R. Scott Ferris be suspended from the practice
of law for two years, that execution of suspension be stayed, and that
he be placed on probation for three years subject to the conditions of
probation, including 120 days actual suspension, recommended by
the Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in its Order regarding
stipulation filed November 7, 1997. It isalso ordered that he take
and pass the Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination
within two years after the effective date of this order. (See Segretti
v. State Bar (1976) 15 Cal.3d 878, 891, fn. 8.) Itisfurther ordered
that he comply with rule 955, California Rules of Court, and that he
perform the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule
within 30 and 40 days, respectively, after the date this order is
effective* Costs are awarded to the State Bar pursuant to Business
and Professions Code section 6086.10 and those costs are payablein
accordance with section 6140.7 (as amended effective January 1,
1997).

*(See Business & Professions Code, 8 6126, subd. (c).)

In re Arthur How Fong on Discipline

It is ordered that Arthur How Fong be suspended from the
practice of law for one year, that execution of suspension be stayed,
and that he be placed on probation for three years subject to the
conditions of probation, including 90 days actual suspension,
recommended by the Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in
its decision filed September 17, 1997, as modified by its order filed
October 3, 1997. It isalso ordered that he take and pass the
Multistate Professional Responsibility Examination within one year
after the effective date of this order. (See Segretti v. State Bar
(1976) 15 Cal.3d 878, 891, fn. 8.) It isfurther ordered that he
comply with rule 955, California Rules of Court, and that he perform
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the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule within 30
and 40 days, respectively, after the date this order is effective.*
Costs are awarded to the State Bar pursuant to Business and
Professions Code section 6086.10 and are payable in accordance
with Business and Professions Code section 6140.7 (as amended
effective January 1, 1997).

*(See Business & Professions Code, 8 6126, subd. (c).)

In re Eugene Charles Goldman on Discipline

It is hereby ordered that Eugene Charles Goldman be disbarred
from the practice of law and that his name be stricken from the roll
of attorneys. Heis also ordered to comply with rule 955, California
Rules of Court, and to perform the acts specified in subdivisions (a)
and (c) of that rule within 30 and 40 days, respectively, after the date
thisorder is effective.* Costs are awarded to the State Bar.

*(See Business & Professions Code, 8 6126, subd. (c).)



